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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )IEI Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on 15 August 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)£<] This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1-10.12-15 and 21-32 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-10. 12-15, and 21-32 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) \Z 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) . 5) [Z 

3) T^lnformation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s)^/j . 6) J2 



Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 
Other: m-\ *c A c\ 6^ 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's election with traverse of "3'UTR of SEQ ID NO: 3" and SEQ ID NO: 
76 for examination in Papers filed 8/25/03is acknowledged. The traversal is on the 
ground(s) that dim 3 had ben indicated as allowable and that there was already a 
search conducted. This is not found persuasive because, upon reconsideration and in 
view of an updated search of the claims including amendments that changed the scope 
of the invention (comprising 16 as opposed to 8 requires an entirely new search for the 
claimed invention, for example), the search and examination had become a burden. 
Applicants arguments further are moot in view of the new rejections even to the 
specifically claimed SEQ ID NO: 76, below. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Wohlgemuth et al [Wo 200225741 4-A2] (Due to the voluminous nature of this 



document, 2038 pages, applicant has been provided an alignment.) 
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It has been disclosed, a 50mer oligonucleotide that meets the structural 
requirements of the claims. 

A REFERENCE TEACHING PRODUCT APPEARING TO BE SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL IS 
MADE THE BASIS OF A REJECTION, 

AND THE EXAMINER PRESENTS EVIDENCE OR REASONING TENDING TO SHOW 
INHERENCY, THE BURDEN SHIFTS TO THE 
APPLICANT TO SHOW AN UNOBVIOUS DIFFERENCE 

"[T]he PTO can require an applicant to prove that the prior art products do not necessarily 
or inherently possess the characteristics of his [or her] claimed product. Whether the 
rejection is based on inherency' under 35 U.S.C. 102, on prima facie obviousness' under 
35 U.S.C. 103, jointly or alternatively, the burden of proof is the same.. .[footnote omitted]." 
The burden of proof is similar to that required with respect to product-by-process claims. 
In re Fitzgerald, 619 F.2d 67, 70, 205 USPQ 594, 596 (CCPA 1980) (quoting In re Best, 562 
F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433-34 (CCPA 1977)). 

MPEP 2112.01: 

PRODUCT AND APPARATUS CLAIMS - WHEN THE STRUCTURE RECITED IN THE 
REFERENCE IS SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL TO THAT OF THE CLAIMS, CLAIMED 
PROPERTIES OR FUNCTIONS AREPRESUMED TO BE INHERENT 

Where the claimed and prior art products are identical or substantially identical in 
structure or composition, or are produced by identical or substantially identical 
processes, a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness has been established. 
In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977). "When the PTO shows a 
sound basis for believing that the products of the applicant and the prior art are the same, 
the applicant has the burden of showing that they are not." In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 
15 USPQ2d 1655, 1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990). Therefore, the prima facie case can be rebutted by 
evidence showing that the prior art products do not necessarily possess the 
characteristics of the claimed product. In re Best, 562 F.2d at 1255, 195 USPQ at 433. 

COMPOSITION CLAIMS - IF THE COMPOSITION IS PHYSICALLY THE SAME, IT MUST 
HAVE THE SAME PROPERTIES 

"Products of identical chemical composition can not have mutually exclusive properties." 
A chemical composition and its properties are inseparable. Therefore, if the prior art 
teaches the identical chemical structure, the properties applicant discloses and/or claims 
are necessarily present. In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 15 USPQ2d 1655, 1658 (Fed. Cir. 
1990) 



Claims 1-10, 12-15, and 21-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
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subject matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. This is a new matter 
rejection. Applicant amended the claims to recite "16 to 50" and "at least 16 
nucleobases" in the response filed 7/2/02. It is noted that applicant has pointed to pages 
81-85 for support but no support could be found for these limitations. If applicant 
believes that the specification provides support for such limitations applicant is invited to 
point out with particularity where such support exists in the specification as filed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sean R McGarry whose telephone number is (703)305- 
7028. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John LeGuyader can be reached on (703) 308-0447. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
308-4242. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0196. ^ 



SRM 




